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An afflt fis- sg Aurassee COmr.esyuM e a impeJid aaUhuiuty te Uesiue
forfeiifru of ai )poti,.

A. ussusred fils mite'a ide ; tise pretniams weru te bu uîid -eekPy end tihe poioy
forfeited if the presoinus honld bo ins errear for more tih. for weeks. The
Premioma were 'lot Plaid for eleven weekes Thu agemt of thu coniparly then
rtŽeived payaiunt of the axreaira:

.I*Ld baut la un action n the poiey, thse cosspssn weru flot hiable, Md thisa the

111n lied no inapled autihorsy t0 wraive the orfesture by acceptu psymeot

This was an appeal from the decision of a County Court.
The case stated that the plainfiff in the Couty Court insured
the life of hie wife in the office of the defendants on tlie Ist
February, 1853, the premiums being payable weekly; that
on a card given to the assured there was a notice that Ilmemn-
bers must pay the premiumns regularly, and ail members who
allow tlie payments to be in arrear more than four weeks will
forfeit their policies."ý On the 27th October, 1853, there were
eleven weekly payments in arrear. On the 2nd November,
one Gerard, the agent of the defendants, received payment
of thie arrears. On the 11th. NovembeT the insured died. The
defendants refused to, pay the axuount of the policy, on the
i round that (heir agent hadl no authority to warve the for-
feuture of the policy by the uonpaymnent of the premiums.
The case found that the person who received the arrears of
premiun s was the sole local agent of the defeadants, but that
the defendants gave imn no express authority to waïve the
forfeiture. The judge decided in favor of the plaintifl.

Tapping for the appellants.-The question is, whether the
agent of the defendarnts had any authority (o waive the breacli.
Thne case s*ates that ho liad no express authority, and no au-
thority catu ho irnplied from the facts stated in tlie case. The
plaintiff must rel'y upon t he general power of au agent to,
waive the nonpayment of (lie premniums. But bis Iosition a
agent gives himt no sucti autliority: (Acey va. Perme, 7 M. &
W. 151.) In Wing v. Harve./, 23 L.J. 511, the circumustances
were diflèrent: ini that case, premiums had been received
after breach for fifteen years, with the knowledge of the
directors. Suppose the premniums had beeti payable yearly,
and premninus had been iu arrear for eleven years, could it
ho said that the agent had authority to waive (he breach?7

Keating, Q.C., for (lie responden.-If (hore was anu evi-
dence for tlie jury of authority to, the agent, that isasuffiient
for the judge, being judge of lacts, (o decide as ho lias dons.
[J5ERvis, C.J.-Fromn wliat dojyou aay (ho jud inferred an

au(hri(y] I restiue the judge found au aut otfor h
fact of Gerard beîng the only local agent, and from a pre-
aumptioùn that ho must have had somne secret instruction giy-
inghimr authori(y.

JRavIS, CJ.-The judgment ln this case muest be reverBed.
I uuderstand the case te set out everyffiing from which the
judge could find authority to the agent 10 wie the forfeiture.
1 do not see (bat any authority con be iaferred froas the facts
stated * and my brother Williarns auggesta that the case pvo-
ceedej on a mistake, and (bat tlie question is, flot whether
the agent hdautliority te wa.iyo a forfeiture, but whether he
had authorty to make a new con(rac( ? It le clear ho had
not. It is not like a waiver by a landlord of a forfeiture by
hie tenant for nonpayment -of rent. ugetfran si.

To OORRESPON DENTS.

M.P.rE.-The communoication is desirable; you will notice il ehsewhere. We
&hall ho alaye glas! to hear front, you.

J. D-We beg te thathc yon for the friendly suggetion. and tejîl if posible
carry it loto cfleet. Th'e Index n0w in bausd witl ho very full and! complute.
Your favourable opinlion is flOt tess acceptable thain will be your good offices.

- 1-.-Vu ss'ill fin(] tIse case you refec to in 12 Q.B. 521.
A.13.-Tihe lýîaiuscript wiîî be attendeld te.
1, B. &.-~ usvru 1)y mail. Nussusher sent.
T. J. & W. J. & Co.. Philadelphia.-Your Cavour dulï receivcd ;--accept our

thaniks: thea suliject will rffuive attention. 1'a.rcl hU u at corne ta basai.

TO BEADERS AND CORBESPONDENTS.

AU Comnina1 ns on Editorwa matera 10 bu addresoed ta

44The Editors of the lAw Journal,"
hxaYie, gT.

Renittancea ansd Letturs on busmus matterS Io bu adrebaod (pu>,aid) fa
«"The Publinhers of the Law Joral"

Barrie, U. C.
Whalever ta intended for publication met bu auihenticuted by the nmme am

address of the wTiter, nu( ncceaaaily for pabL;calion, biet as a garantue of hie
good faith.

Matters for publtication shotctd he fit thte Edittors' hzuTds thrMu wees Prier Io
bhe publitatioo of the bumber for which they art iniended.

lT1 TC E .
nelI ipper Canada Law Jour"a iu flot liable ho "orage. Tse Terme are»,~

,er aaawm, ifpaid boee the lai of March né eaicir year-i1paid after doit perla
ia. The bouJe of Charges for

À D V E 1 1 El »119riT 9
Cayt, for one year, nlot exceeding foures a.£...1 O 0
One Coluxan, (80 [nes) pur isue, ............... 1 0 0

itî a Cotuim, (40 uines) pur imune ............. O12 6
Quarter Colamîs, (2Ofintes) pet imae .... «......... 07 6
Esghth of a Column, (10 lunses) pet muue ........... 0 (YO

Adverti.îemes alould reach theoffice net laser "ha the 2SIh of cach saonih,

TuE UPs'inCÀ.SÀDkA w. Ju&tRILia'ebhhed a% h Ïbei lrdOfe
Dsullop-strect, Barrie.

TRIE LAW JOUJRN'AL.

J UNE, 1856.

THE ADMINISTRATION 0F JUSTICE-THE OFFICZ
OF COIJNTY J1IDGE.

We subjoin an article froin the Laer T7es, uni-
versally ad mitted to be one of the first legal Journals
in Great Britain. The reference is to an Editorial,
"The Administration of Justice in the Local
Courts," which appeared in this Journal in Febru-
ary last, and the views we therein expressed, il
is gratifying toi flnd, are endorsed by s0 high au
authority. We Sirnply presented the array of facts
bearing on the office and position of our County
Judges, but they were aniply sufficient to commend
our suggestions to the favorable consideration of
thMe who might be willing and able to do justice
in te prernises. What has been doue ? Thei'e in
a measure now before the House irnprcuving eomne-
what the remirneration of the County Judge--
doubtless il will become law; but it aima more at
accomnplishing the minor objet-Justice Io imdi-
vidmai Judges; than the higher end-improving
the important office of Local Judge, e0 as tg make
it an object of laudable ambition to men distin-
guished for acquirements and talents which have
secuied 10 thema eminence at the Bar.

Even with the proposed increase the salary will
flot be a remuneration aI ai proportioned to the


